SENT BY: HOWISON, L ARNO; 



PAGE 14/17 



Docket No.: 1 0004402-1 
47429-00020USPT 
(PATENT) 



REMARKS 



Reconsideration and Allowance aire re^f^tfiilly requested in view of the foregoing 
amendments and the following remarks. 

Claims 1-37 are pending in this application. 

!.'.-.-•. 

Claim 29 has been amended! 

Regarding to 8 102 Rejection 

Claims 1, 2, 4, 12, 19-21; and » ^ed under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Wu (US Patent No. 6£6%467): 

Applicant respectfully submits that although ^u dbes disclose a receiver for receiving a 
digital signal, the Wu decision comparator*, i»ihti^56ut by the Examiner in Figure 3, element 
304, are in the feedback path of th6 receiver. Furthermore*, Applicant agrees with the Examiner 
that Wu does not explicitly state that the frequency of operation of the Wu receiver is a fraction 
of the frequency of the incoming: digital data. Applicant respectfully disagrees with the 

comparator circuits of Wu. Applicant 



Examiner with respect to the operating frequency of jthe} 
respectfully points out that the delays of Wu do foot charigetfae operating frequency, but instead 
merely delay the digital data. Thus* there is no ^j^^tktg frequency change in the Wu feedback 
section 1 14. Instead there is a time/shift of the data provided by the d(i) signal line going to each 
of the Wu comparator circuits 304i ' As such, A^iicjant; respectfully points out that there is ns 
teaching in Wu that the plurality of decision circuits are or are not operating at a frequency that 
is a fraction of the bit rate of the digital signal. Wu is quiet and offers no inherent insight with 
respect to this element. 
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Applicant respectfully points out that a claim improperly rejected under §102 only if each 
and every element as set forth in the claim is foimd either expressly or is inherently described in 
a single prior art reference. 

Regarding Claim 1, Applicant respesc^ §102 rejection. Claim 1 recites, 

among other things, a plurality of decision circuits *^eratirig at a frequency that is a fraction of 
the bit rate of the digital signal ^;^^r^ttog ari 6«t^ signal corresponding to the state of the 
digital signal." Furthermore, Claim 1 recites ' -*?iat pliirality of decision circuits, each decision 
circuit comprising a comparator circuit and having |an input connected to a communications 
channel over which a digital signal iis corhnuihic^d Again, Applicant points out that Wu does 
not teach or anticipate the decision: Circuits O^ratfc that is a fraction of the bit 

rate of the digital signal. Instead, Wu teaches that ttki decision circuits, found in the feedback 
path* receive various delayed vemoiis of the sigjial d(i). Wu does not teach, anticipate or 
discuss anything with respect with thfc clock jS^pi^ncy of the decision circuits. As such, 
Applicant respectfully points out that Wu dbes not atttitipate Claim L Applicant resjpe?ctfully 
requests that the §102 rejection be withdrawn and submits that Claim 1 is ready for allowance. 

Claims 2 and 4 are each directly or indirectly dependent upon Claim 1 and are therefore 
not anticipated for at least the same reasons as stated above with respect Claim 1. Applicant 
respectfully requests that the §102 rcjiectidh be wittorawtt. 

Applicant respectfully traver^ i^ Applicant 
respectfully points out that Claim 1 % recites a method for receiving digital signals. The method 
includes "providing a plurality of comparator circuits each responsive to a different clock 
signal." Wu does not teach nor anticipate a plurality of comparator circuits that are ieach 

with respect to the clock signals ftiat its 

BEST AVAILABLE COPY 



responsive to a different clock signal. Wu is silent 



DALLAS2 1 109412V2 47429-00020 



PAGE 15/17 * RCVDAT 11123/2005 11:32:22 AM [Eastern Standard TimeJ * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/25 » DNIS:2738300 * CS1D:972 479 0464 » DURATION (mnwis):0642 



SENT BY: HOWISON, & ARNO; 



972 479 0464 



; NOV-23-05 10:37AM; 



PAGE 10/17 



Docket No.: 10004402-1 
47429-00020OSPT 
(PATENT) 

comparators respond to» The WU decision circuits receive delayed input signals. Thus, there is 
no apparent or inherent reason for the Wu decision circuits 304 to each be responsive to different 
clock signals. As such, Applicant respectfully tt*4iiiesis that the §102 rejection be withdrawn and 
submits that Claim 12 is ready for allowance: 

Claim 19 is directly dependent on Claim 12 and is therefore not anticipated for at least 
the same reasons as discussed above with tespedt to Claim 12. Applicant respectfully requests 
that this §102 rejection be withdrawn. 

Applicant traverses the §102 rejection of Claim 20: Claim 20 recites a Teceivejr for 
receiving digital signals. The recited receiver comprises u el plurality of decision cinmits, each 
comprising a comparator circuit, the comparator circuit each responsive to a different clock 
signal.'* Again, Applicant respe*ttfriiiy subifcits that "Wto does not teach nor anticipate the use of a 
different clock signal for each decision GiwukrS<)4^f iWa As such* Applicant respectfully 
submits that Wu does not anticipate Claim 20 aiid re^ett^ly requests that this §102 Jrejection 
be withdrawn* 

Claim 21 is directly dependent upon Claim 20 and is therefore not anticipated for at least 
the same reasons as discussed aboV£ v^th "j^sjpect to blaim 2<X Applicant respectfully inquests 
that §102 rejection be withdrawn. ; 

Applicant has made a dmfying amendment to Claim 29 making clear i±iat the 
comparator means is found "in a non-feedback path of said receiver," As such, Applicant 
respectfully points out that Wu aawi none bf thej art ^ited by the Examiner now or in previous 
office actions teach or anticipate the use of a comparator means in a non-feedback portion of a 
receiver for receiving digital signals (see f>if^6us amendments). As such, Applicant 
respectfully submits that Wu does, not teach nor anticipate the receiver for receiving digital 
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signals as recited in independent Claim 29 and 
withdrawn. 
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requests that this §102 rejection be 



BSBrdjttg **** Allowable Sub ject Matter 

Applicant appreciates the Examiner's indicatidn that Claims 35-37 arc allowed 
Applicant further appreciates the Examines itodkatiw that Claims 3, 5-1 1, 13-18, 22-28 
and 30-34 would be allowable if rewritten in. independent form including all the limitations of 
the base claim and any intei^ening claims. A^lii^t re^ctfully submits that based on the 
present traversal of the §102 rejection* then* is xid ifedd, at this time, for Applicant to rewrite the 
claims in independent form, inclttdfrig -all the limitations Of the base claim and the intervening 
claims. 

In view of the above amdidments, Applicant believes the pending application is in 
condition for allowance. 



Dated 



2005 



DALLAS2 1 10M12v2 47429-00020 




HOWlSO^J / & ARNOTT, 
1445 f Btoss Avenue, Suite 3200 
Dallas,; Texas 75202 
(214) $S5r4500 . 
Attorneys ;For Applicant 
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